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INTRODUCTION

Teaming - everybody is doing it! But not everyoneisdoing it well. The purpose of this guidebook isto
help all levels of teams whether your team isin the painful process of “forming,” struggling with the
“storming” phase, in the process of “norming,” or your team isawell oiled “performing” machine. This
guidebook was designed to be a source for problem solving no matter what the degree of team formation.
If your team is just forming and there is confusion on how to run a kick-off meeting, or if your goal isto
take teaming beyond its common dimensons and make it an art, this guidebook can help. The inherent
difficulty with all teams, and teaming in general, isthat the team’s problems and needs are as diverse asits
team members. It isthe purpose of this guidebook to give each team something to enhanceits
successfulness.

Background and Definition

This guidebook evolved from the AMC Pamphlet 70-27, Integrated Product and Process Management
Guide. It will help you work through some genera teaming issues by providing you with examples of what
to do and what thingsto consider. Remember that each team is different. Y ou should usethisasa
reference to tailor your team’ s actions to your team’s personality. Don’t get frustrated. Teams have phases
and cycles and by accepting and understanding that, you can use those times to your advantage.

Have fun!!!



TEAM CHARTERS

Introduction

Charters areimportant for teams so that mission, goals, responsibilities, and deliverables are documented
and everyone understands them. Without formal documentation, no common understanding can be reached
and members will lose track of what they are supposed to do. But thereisalot of confusion regarding team
charters. Some people think the team creates a charter to define its own mission and operating procedures.
Othersfed the charter should be provided to the team by a chartering official(s). Aswe |l see, both views
can be correct depending on the type of team in question.

A. Purpose

Charters should be devel oped and used for each team project/effort in order to establish team members
purpose, responsibilities, and products. The charter documents the purpose, scope, membership,
relationships, agreements, responsibilities, products, due dates, and broad guidelines for the conduct of the
team. The charter presents the why, what, when, who, and how for individual teams, including any unique
requirements or conditions.

B. Charter vs. Appointment Letter

An appointed team should be provided an Appointment Letter by the appointing official(s) at the very
beginning. The Appointment Letter sometimes addresses only the Team Leader. It isthen that person’s
responsibility to select/recruit other members of the team. In other cases, the Appointment Letter identifies
all theteam members. Many times it also describes the team’ s mission and purpose, its products, and its
deliverables. Often Appointment Letters are confused with charters because of the smilarity of content.
Generally speaking, however, Appointment Letters do not describe team methods of operation, member
responsibilities, or other details.

Both appointed and self-directed teams should develop their own charters as soon as possible after team
formation. Thiswill ensurethat all members quickly become aware of their roles and theroles of other
team members. The team mission and goals should be written to minimize conflicts resulting from
misunderstandings or hidden agendas. Conflicts of interest and goals among team members should be
resolved early in thelife of ateam by making sure that everyone understands the team’ s mission and goals
and are mutually committed to achieving them. All affected stakeholders and their management should be
signatory to the charter. Thisapproval, or buy-in, helps eliminate, or at least mitigate, many of the
problems common with operating in ateam environment such as the following:

(1) Lack of direction or vision that causes the team to constantly try to define or redefine its objectives.
(2) Power struggles between the team and management or with other organizations outside the team.

(3) Infighting between teams because of ill-defined roles and responsibilities.



C. Charter Elements
Each charter should have the following elements:
(1) Team Name.

(2) Team Mission/Objectives. Provide an overall description of the mission or purpose. Describe
specific objectives or tasks to accomplish the mission. The purpose statement of ateam does not need to be
long, but it must contain at aminimum the following critical eements: identify the customer for whom the
team is working; know the end product the team is supposed to produce; anticipate life of ateam; and even
more importantly, write in amanner that permitsit to be understood by all members of a cross functional
team. Therefore, theteam’smission or purpose should not be too technica or contain language that istoo
biased toward a particular functional area

(3) Description. Specific metric that measures objectives described above.

(4) Scope of the Team's Responsibilities. Provide a description of the work to be accomplished.
Include key requirements, schedule, output(s) required (such as communications requirements like periodic
informal reports, etc.) and budget cost authority.

(5) General Operating Guidelines. Provide a general description of how the team will function. This
section may reference existing guidance or directives for the conduct of teams. Certain provisions may be
amplified such as paths of communications, Sites/locations of team activities, relationship of the team with
other teams (reporting structure, interfaces), means of communications, degree of empowerment of
individual members, etc.

(6) Team Member Individual Responsibilities. Describe member responsihilities by function, i.e.,
program manager, combat devel oper, Army evaluator, etc. Limitationsto full empowerment of particular
members must be noted in this section.

(7) CusomerdIinterfaces. Identify all agencies and names of key people that will receive the team's
product(s). Also include organizations and names of key peaple with which the team will interface.

(8) Authority. Identify key authority required to successfully accomplish theteam mission. This
authority may include team budget/cost responsibility, team task agreements, team schedules, plans,
procedures, etc.

(9) Signature Page. Memberswill be identified by functional area and identified as core or shell
members. The signature page will include space for both team members and their first line supervisors to
sign. Supervisory signatures authenticate a member's degree of empowerment.

(10) Chartering Official. If thisisan appointed team, there should be a signature block signed by the
chartering official (s) to enforce the authorities given to the team and described earlier in the charter.

D. Deviations

The aboveis not a fixed format and should be modified to fit the needs of the team. Asaminimum, it
should contain the name of the team, the team abjective(s), the scope of the team's responsibilities, the
discipline or function by team membership, and the authority delegated to theteam. The formality of the
charter is at the discretion of the chartering official.



In the case where a charter is provided to the team, internal operationa guidelines and responsibilities ill
need to be devel oped by the team itself and documented in some other document. With a self-directed
team and a self-developed charter, thisinformation can be in the charter itself. An example charter is
provided in Appendix D.

E. Revalidation of the Charter

If theteam isin existence a significant amount of time or if the team’s mission changes significantly, the
charter may need to be revisited and revalidated by the team members, the chartering official(s), and the
members supervisors. Portions of the charter may need to be changed based on changed conditions.

F. Thingsto Consider

When contemplating starting a team, consider the following issues associated with the team, its purpose,
and its charter:

(1) Does the team purpose set the stage for al other actions?
(2) Isthere aviable reason for existence?

(3) How long will the team be in existence?

(4) Who are the team’ s customers?

(5) What isthe team’s product(s)?

(6) To whom does the team report?

(7) Areall of the above clearly spelled out in the charter?



TEAM MEMBER SELECTION

Introduction

A variety of people with different skills and who play different roles must al come together to make ateam
successful. Selection of qualified personnd to serve as team membersis obvioudly very important. The
appropriate mix of technical skillsisnecessary to ensure the team can accomplish its mission; but while
technical skills can generally be readily identified and assessed, non-technical skills (ability to work with
others, decision making, mutual commitment) are much harder to assess when selecting members. Other
participants in the teaming process include mentors and facilitators who can help guide the team through
problems. You can’t always pick your team members but to the extent you can, consider the following
guiddlines:

A. Participants

(1) Core Members - Core members should be from the organizations/disciplinesthat are required in the
day-to-day operations of the team. Core members should ideally be co-located or meet regularly to work
together toward their common goals. Examples of core members are a Project Leader, a Systems Engineer,
an Acquigtion Specidist, a Product/Quality Assurance Specidist, a User, a Contractor, etc.

(2) Members - Shell members are from organi zati ons/disciplines that are not required in the day-to-day
operations of the team but arerequired periodically or just at certain timesin ateam’'slife. Shell members
can work on several teamsand usually do. Examples of shell members are speciadistsin Safety, Legal,
Packaging, Human Engineering, Testers, etc.

(3) External Experts - External experts are expertsin a particular field who can be called upon for
advice at specific times when the core and shell members of the team do not have the experience or
background to solve a particular problem or task.

(4) Mentors - A mentor is usually someone in a position to advise and give guidance to theteam. This
is especially important when the team encounters a problem or roadblock that it doesn’t know how to
handle on itsown. Mentors are usually higher-ranking people who have worked on smilar team
projects/efforts. Mentors can provide lessons |earned from experience and a fresh perspectiveto a

problem.

(5) Team L eaders - The choice of team leader isa critical decision and can often affect the success or
failure of ateam and may change as the product matures through various program phases. Generally, team
leaders are officially appointed from the organization that hasthe lead in the program. This appointment
can be documented in a charter or Appointment Letter. Similarly, the appointment can be less formal and
accomplished through a verbal tasking. This varies by command. There are significant benefits associated
with the official appointment methodol ogy and whenever possible that approach should be used. Theteam
leader often has the best working knowledge of the program and therefore helps select the most appropriate
functional arearepresentativesto be on theteam. For long-term teams, the assignment of the team
leadership role can change over time as different functiona arealeadership skillsare required.

(6) Facilitator - Whileit is not mandatory to have facilitators, they can add much to the team by
enhancing team building, problem solving, and drawing out the members creative ideas. Therole of the



facilitator isto keep team members focused and moving. If theteam is stalled, the facilitator can intervene
and may be required to bring closureto theissue. Theteam will generally be made up of multi-disciplined
members. During discussions, every team member should have an opportunity to share. If one member is
dominating the meeting, it isthe respongbility of the facilitator to move the conversation back on track and
ensure that everyone has the opportunity to participate. This role can be performed by the team leader, a
skilled team member, or (most generally) an outside trained facilitator.

B. Team Structure

A team often consists of core and shell members with external experts and a mentor(s) available when the
team needs them. Core and shell members can vary over the life cycle of a program/project. For example,
a configuration manager may be a shell member early on during the devel opment phase, then become a
core member during the production phase, and then back to a shell member again during the sustainment
phase.

The person responsible for leading the effort should determine the makeup of the team, what disciplines are
required to complete the effort on time within budget and with the assets available to him/her. The team
leader should assemble the team by selecting team members based upon their skills and backgrounds.
When requesting team members from another organization, request a person with the skills you require and
avoid requesting persons by name. Every organization has someone who is the best at what they do and
he/she cannot be assigned to every team.

The guiding rule of team membership isto involve all areas/organizations that have a stake in theteam’s
project/effort. It is better to be too inclusive than to be exclusive and |eave out an area that should be
involved and could object to or derail theteam’s efforts later. Hereisalist of disciplinesto consider for
your team. Thisligt isnot all-inclusive, nor do you need everyone listed below on every team. The
purpose of thislist isto make you think about whom you may need on your team and shows you some of
the disciplines you may not think about that should be on your team.

Acquisition PM

Configuration Manager Product Assurance
Contractor/Subcontractors Production Engineer
Human Engineering Safety

Legd Simulation and Analysis
Logistics Systems Engineer
Maintenance Testers

Packaging User/Customer

PEO Environmental
Other Materiel Developers

Item Manager

Threat System Integrator

Trainer

Evaluator

Once you have your team members selected, it would be a good ideato have all memberslist their skills
and what they can offer the team. Y ou may have a person who presently works in one area but has skillsin
other areas. If you have each person list higher skills, you will have a better understanding of your team’s
strong points and where your team may be weak. Y ou could then eliminate some of your weaknesses by
adding another member with that skill or replace one of your members with someone who has therequired
skillsyou need.



C. Selection of Appropriate Skills

Most of the discussion up to now has focused on obtaining the correct mix of technical skills either through
selection of team members or through additional training. An equally important consideration, but one you
have much less control over, is“teaming” skills. Idedly, you want people who can work well together,
who will respect one another’ s opinion, who are all strongly committed to the success of the team, and will
carry their share of thework. 1t'svery rareto successfully pick individualsright from the start who possess
all of these characteristics, however, studies have shown that such skills and behaviors can be learned and
acquired through training, use of outside facilitators, and by having demanding, performance-oriented goals
that require member collaboration to mest.



KICK-OFF MEETING

Introduction

One of the firgt actions ateam will undertake isto hold a kick-off meeting. It isimportant that the kick-off
meeting be integrated into the program schedul e and notice provided to members well in advance so that
attendees (i.e., new members) fedl the project is under control and stands a good chance of succeeding. A
kick-off meeting with no set agenda or direction gives the impression that the team will flounder for the
rest of itsexistence. Such an experience will turn people off rather than fire them up.

A. Why have a Kick-Off M eeting?

A kick-off meeting is necessary to introduce team members to each other; to give al membersacommon
understanding of the team’s mission or task; and to begin developing a plan for accomplishing that
mission/task. The kick-off meeting will provide the first impression of the team members and the team
leader; therefore, it isan important meeting. Thiswill allow team membersto become familiar with each
member’s area of expertise and get acquainted with each other. Each team member brings something
uniqueto the team. Team members need atime of sharing information on experience and background.
During this time, members have an opportunity to learn about the diversity of other team members. The
first meeting should include greeting the members, warm-up activities, explanation of goals and purpose,
and definition of team members' roles.

B. Who should attend the Kick-Off M eeting?

Given the above activities of the kick-off meeting, it isvital that all team members (core and shell),
mentor(s), and facilitator (if used) attend.

C. When to havethe Kick-Off Meeting

Once the mission/task has been identified and team members have been selected, it istime for the kick-off
meeting. This meeting should set the tone for subsequent meetings. It isimperative that the kick-off
meeting be well organized and the logistics for the meeting considered ahead of time.

Prior to the meeting, the team leader (and facilitator if one will be used) should establish the agenda, review
the team mission/goal, and identify any existing historical datathat may be available. The agenda should
include short team building activities that allow team members to become acquainted and perform the task
at hand. The agenda should be reviewed and any additions and/or deletions should be made. If theteamis
to select its own leader, it should do so at the kick-off meeting after the mission has been presented but
prior to getting into the technical aspects of the effort. In this case, an outside facilitator or temporary
leader will have to set up the kick-off meeting and prepare the agenda

The members should be natified in advance of the time and place of the meeting. The meeting area should
have sufficient tables, chairs, markers, flipcharts, tape, and other supplies. Responsibility for assuring that



the meeting place isin order and all necessary supplies are available may be rotated among the members
for subsequent meetings. Subsequent meetings should be held at the same location if possible.

D. What are“The Ground Rules’ of the Kick-Off M eeting?

It isimportant to have ground rules for how the team will operate. Some sample ground rules follow:

(1) Mesting Natification - Once ateam has been chartered, a meeting place and time should be
established. Procedures should be in place to notify members of meetings. It isbest if the team can meet at
the same time and same place for each meeting. However, if achange must occur, it isimportant that each
team member isnatified of the change.

(2) Meseting Attendance - Some rules are more important than others. One of the most important rules
isattendance. It isimperative that all members place high priority on attendance. One team member
missing a meeting can severely impede the progress of the team. Each team member has a special skill or
role to bring to theteam. An absent member may possess the expertise that is needed at that particular
meeting.

(3) Mesting Etiquette - Team members should be prompt. Oncethe time, place, and length of
meetings have been established, each team member should make every attempt to be on time. Timeis
valuable to each member and when team members are not on time, confusion may arise during the course
of bringing alate arrival up to date on what has already occurred in the meeting. Breaks should be well
defined asto when they will occur and the length of the break. The length of the meeting should also be
respected. If ameeting isscheduled for one hour, it should not last longer without the consent of the team.

(4) Participation - Participation from each team member isamust. Each member will have a different
background, a different degree of creativity, and a different area of expertise; therefore, each member
makes a contribution to the team. The team members should be ableto speak frankly and fredly. Each
member should listen attentively while others are speaking and have no side conversations. There should
be trust, candor, and openness among all members.

(5) Mesting Digruptions - The “100 milerul€’ should be enforced. A team member should not be
called away from a meeting unless the interruption is so important that the member would be called away if
the meeting was 100 miles away.

(6) Decision-Making - There are three basic ways for teamsto reach decisions. (1) team leader
decision, (2) mgjority vote decision, and (3) consensus decision. A genera rule of thumbisto striveto
reach consensus decisions whenever possible. This approach maximizes team member “buy-in” and
support for the decision. Consensus decisions also require membersto listen, respect differing opinions, be
receptive to different ideas, and are willing to put the team’s mission/goal ahead of parochial interests. For
new teams, consensus decisions can also be the most time consuming decision method and, in some cases,
will not lead to adecision at al. Depending on thelevel of decision, the timeframe of the team’ s work, and
the maturity of the team, one of the other decision methods could be more effective. Teams that haven't
been together very long, haven't “jelled” into an effective team, or have a very short exisence can try to
reach consensus decisions, but should quickly switch to either leader decision or majority vote decision
methods if consensus can't be reached in areasonable amount of time.

SOURCES:

Basic Facilitator Devel opment Course Manual with Teach Notes, author Association for Quality and
Participation, 1996.

Team Building: Blueprints for Productivity and Satisfaction, edited by W. Brendan Reddy, Ph.D., with
Kaleel Jamison, 1988.

The Team Handbook, Peter R. Scholtes, 1988.




FACILITATOR

Introduction

Much has been written about the need for and use of facilitatorsto help ateam learn to be productive.
While this has been the case for many teams, it isimportant to realize that not all teams need facilitators or
at least not outside facilitators. We also need to understand the difference between an outside facilitator
and ateam member having facilitation skills.

A. What isa Facilitator?

Facilitation skills areimportant to team operation. The team leader, a skilled team member, or atrained
outsider can perform facilitation. Regardless of the person performing the facilitator function, the
responsibility of ateam facilitator isto aid and assist ateam to run smoothly and provide a structured
environment for team discussion. Thefacilitator’s chief responsibilities are:

(1) Keep the discussion focused on the topic and moving along

(2) Interveneif the discussion fragments into multiple conversations
(3) Tactfully prevent anyone from dominating or being overlooked
(4) End discussion

(5) Assist in decision making

In order to be qualified to perform thisrole, afacilitator must be trained in problem solving techniques,
effective communication, interpersonal skills, and team dynamics. If outside facilitators areused, it is
important to note that the facilitator does not need to know all aspects of the team’ stask or be part of the
organization to be effective. Therole of the facilitator isto use techniquesthat will get the team members
to communicate effectively and to solve complex problems.

Facilitators encourage participation from each member. Often times the best ideas may go unsaid because
new ideas, or unpopular perspectives, arerisky to put forward. In other situations, who offers an idea may
influence the team’ sreaction to it. The facilitator must create a structured environment that allows free
exchange of ideas regardless of their risk or source.

It isnot the responsibility of the facilitator to change team member behavior, but to only provide insight
and information that may enable team members to decide whether or not to change their behavior. If they
decide to change their behavior, the facilitator helpsthem learn how to change. However, itisthe
facilitator’ sresponsibility to determineif the team acts effectively. Facilitators, and teams themselves, can
use the following criteriain order to determine team effectiveness:

(1) The services or products that the team delivers meet or exceed the performance standards of the end
user/customer.

(2) The process and structures used to carry out the work maintain or enhance the capability of team
members to work together on subsequent team tasks.

10



(3) The team experience satisfies rather than frustrates the personal needs of the team members.
The above criteria can be used to identify which factors and e ements that contribute to team effectiveness
aremissing or present, to decide how to intervene to help a team become more effective, and to determine
whether facilitation alone can improve the team'’ s effectiveness.

B. Outside Facilitator

In some cases, the team leader istoo busy moderating the meeting, and al other members are found too
parochial to serve asgood facilitators. In these instances, an outside facilitator can be brought in who must
be substantially neutral and have no decision-making authority. Because the facilitator does not get
involved in the content of decisions, he (she) is not directly responsible for what the team decides.
However, because the facilitator isinvolved in the decision process, he (she) isresponsible for helping the
team consider how its process may lead to more or less effective decisions.

Outside facilitators can be particularly effective if ateam is struggling to be successful. While a certain
amount of struggling and backtracking isnormal, if the team can’t seem to get out of this mode after
several internal attempts, then an outside facilitator iscalled for. The facilitator can lead the team to revisit
their basic ground-rules (mission, goals, and operationa guidelines), make sure they are understood and
agreed to by all, and possibly suggest changes that will improve team behavior.

Outside facilitators are also useful for teams just starting out if no one within the team possesses strong
facilitation skills. In this case, the facilitator can help the team to get started on the right foot.

C. Facilitator Activities

(1) Intervention. A facilitator should use the following steps to diagnose-intervene in the team process:

®  Observethe behavior in the team, watching behaviors and patterns but open to identifying
other behaviors not immediately recognizable as significant.

® |nfer some meaning from the behavior.

® Based on the observation and inference, decide whether to intervenein the team.

® Describe observations to the team.

® Thefacilitator and team test the inference the facilitator has made and decide whether it is accurate.

* |f thefacilitator and team agree, the facilitator then he ps team members decide whether and
how to redesign their behavior to be more effective.

Facilitators or team leaders should take several actions at the beginning of a meeting that can improve the
structure and process of the entire meeting. They are:

® Makeintroductions (if new people are present).

®  Check for outcomes and concerns.
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® Agreeon the agendaand time allocation.

® Agreeon the process, including ground rules, to be used during the meeting.

Similarly, at the end of each meeting, the following actions should be taken:
® Review decisions and plansfor action.
®  Schedule the next meeting and agenda.

®* Doasdf-critique.

(2) Team Behavior. One of theinitial tasks a facilitator should encourage ateam to undertakeisto
identify what kinds of behavior are expected and not expected of them. Team members should agreeto
follow a set of ground rules. The following ground rules describe the principles for effective team
discussion and decision making:

® Test assumptions and inferences.

® Sharedll relevant information.

® Focus on interests, not positions.

® Be specific — use examples.

® Agree on what important words mean.

® Explain thereasons behind on€e' s statements, questions, and actions.

® Disagree openly with any member of the group, but keep the disagreement directed to theissue
or position, not towards the individual personally.

®* Make statements, then invite disagreements and solutions.

® Jointly design waysto test disagreements and solutions.

® Keep thediscussion focused.

® Do not take cheap shots or otherwise distract the team.

* All membersare expected to participate in al phases of the process.
* Attempt to make decisions by consensus.

®* Do sdf-critique.
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(3) Problem Solving. Facilitators may assist the team in solving technical problems by encouraging
the use of the following problem solving steps:

® Definethe problem.

® Establish criteriafor evaluating solutions.
® |dentify root causes.

® Generate alternative solutions.

® Evaluate alternative solutions.

®  Sdlect the best solution.

®* Develop an action plan.

® |mplement the action plan.

® Evaluate outcomes and the process.

SOURCES:

The Skilled Facilitator — Practical Wisdom for Devel oping Effective Groups, by Roger M. Schwarz.
Jossey-Bass Publishers.

The Team Handbook, by Peter R. Scholtes, Joiner Assoc. Inc.
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COMMUNICATION

Introduction

A fundamental issue facing all teamsiscommunication. Itiscritica to the operation of high performance
teams. There are many levels of communication. Those are between team members, between teams,
between teams and their customers, and between teams and their management.

A. Between Team Members

The central tenet to an Integrated Product Team (1PT) (a special type of team) istheidea of members from
multiple disciplines working together on a common task or goal. It will be impaossible to coordinate those
differing actions without strong communication between team members regarding what they are doing,
why they are doing it, and how it may impact the actions of other team members. Team meetingsare an
excellent place for members to share thisinformation with one another. In thisforum, opportunitiesto
better understand the actions of your fellow team members surface. Undoubtedly, the action of one
member will impact the work of another. The team meeting isthe placeto find that out. It isaso the place
to seek synergy of efforts. The work of one member augments or assists the work of another. Finaly, this
isthe place to look for the duplication of work or work that undermines others. Each team member must
not only have a clear understanding of his’her own work but also that of his’her teammates. A good team
can conceptually fit al the pieces together to see the overall effort and how the team goals can be achieved.

When decisions arerequired or problems are being analyzed, it isimportant that members communicatein
another way. The critical item is sharing of ideas and views so that everyone understands the position of
other members and all ideas are put on the table for consideration so the optimal solution can be reached.
Not all team members are equally willing to participate and provide input at team meetings. Itis, therefore,
important for the team leader to make an extra effort to coax input from the more reticent members.

Face-to-face meetings are not the only mechanism for information sharing.  When team members are not
physically co-located, other e ectronic methods can and must be used. Depending on the level of
importance of the information, and how it needs to be used, simple e ectronic mechanisms such as e-mail
may be sufficient. In more advanced cases, the team may need to concurrently view and manipul ate the
information; have on-line conferencing or “chat” capahility; or be able to check members schedules and
arrange appointmentsreal-time. A generic line of software products known as “ Groupware” is available
that provides these capahilities. Whenever software solutions are used, it isimportant for the team to
select, early on, what their “standard “ systems or formats will be. If the group can’'t sandardize on
specific software packages, then interface standards have to be sought. Rich Text Format (RTF) isa
standard text format that many different commercial word processing software packages can read and
create.

The good work that teams do to hold effective meetingsis|ost if the team doesn’t document and record the
significant actions and decisionsthat occur during the meetings. Each team meeting must have a recorder.
At aminimum, it istherecorder’sjob to record all decisions and assigned actions. Thisisthe only way
that actions and responsibilities can be tracked and an official record of team decisions maintained. It can
also be beneficial for the recorder to record a brief synopsis of all major agendaitems so that absent
members can be brought up to speed quickly just by reading the meeting minutes. Often times, ateam
library is established as the official repository of all team documentation. Meeting minutes, team products,
reference materials and guiddines are all kept there.
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B. Between Teams

In the case of complex weapon system devel opment, often times several teams are formed to address the
multitude of tasks. Due to the interdependencies between tasks and the interfaces between team areas of
responsibility, it isimportant that teams communicate with each other. Information must flow between co-
equal teams (horizontal alignment) aswell as hierarchical teams (vertical alignment).

Horizontal team communication is often difficult since teams aren’t sure what information other teams
need. The information needs may vary between other teams. Normally thisissueishandled by the
creation of an Integration Team. The Integration Team is made up of one member from each of the
horizontal teams. The job isto identify interfaces between teams and their tasks and ensure that the
necessary information is communicated at the Interface Team meetings. Thisteam a so ensures that any
common practices or procedures that will be standardized among all teams are known and used.

Vertical team communication is equally important and normally relates to teams that are subteamsto a
higher level team. An example would be the case of the automobile industry where ateam responsible for
engine devel opment would be a subteam under the team responsible of the overall vehicle. Other subteams
for other major componentswould also exist. If multiple subteams exist, then the situation isidentical to
the Integration Team example described above. 1f only one subteam exists, then it reports directly to the
higher level team.

C. Between Teams and their Customers

In most cases of teamsthat create or manage a product or process, there are customers who will use that
product or process. One of the goals of the team should be to achieve a high level of customer satisfaction
with their product or process, and the only way to abtain this is by seeking customer feedback. Some of the
more effective teams include customers as team members. Thisnot only allows for customer input but also
gives the customer avoicein the actions taken by theteam. The customer isthe co-owner of the resultant
product or process and thereby more favorable toward the results. Customers may not be regular full-time
members who attend every meeting, but rather ad-hoc members who participate at specific events or points
intime.

D. Between Teams and their M anagement

While many textbooks recommend the use of sdlf-directed work teams, most teams are not totally self-
directed or empowered and must answer to at least one higher level of authority or management. Thistype
of communication normally takes one of two forms: informing on the status of the teamwork efforts or
asking for approval for adecision or to take an action.

Frequent status updates are important to keep managers aware of team progress and actions. Teamsthat try
to keep their activity secret run the risk of alienating management who then must “order” atask review to
find out the status. Managersdon’t liketo be “out” of the information loop and may view thistactic asthe
team hiding problems. Regular update mechanisms can be simple things such asinviting management to
meetings once a month or sending regular E-mail status of actions. In some cases, more formal project
reviews are needed. Proactive use of informal mechanisms can pre-empt the need for formal reviews.
Whichever mechanism isused, it should be agreed to early between the team and management and then
regularly followed.
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The need to seek approval for actions or decisionsis directly related to the amount of empowerment the
team isgiven. Theleve of empowerment should be spelled out in the team charter. For areas/issues
requiring higher-level approval, the exact approval mechanism (decision briefing, information paper, and
project review) must be agreed upon by the team and the decision maker(s) and followed religioudly.
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TEAM DECISION MAKING

Introduction

Decisions can be made in one of three basic ways. voting, striving for consensus, or autocratically made by
the team leader. Regardless of which method is chosen, if the group does not agree on how decisions will
be made or, worse, does not know how decisions will be made, your team will experience undue stress and
delay when the tough decisions have to be made and there are opposing opinions within the group. The
choice of which decision mechanisms will be made depends on the makeup of the team and the team
leader. Y our team could decide to strive for consensus for decision making but switch to another method if
consensus cannot bereached. Below are four types of decision making processes for teams.

A. Voting

When voting is used to make decisions, a variety of different approaches can be used to gather member
votes on the alternatives under consideration. Based on some defined majority of the votes cast, an
alternative is selected and becomes the decision. Two of the many methods of “voting” are discussed
bel ow.

(1) Nominal Group - The nominal group techniqueisa structured, two-step voting method for
decision making. It does not include the usual group interaction typical of brainstorming sessions. This
method is effective when some group members are new or for controversial issues where the team may not

be able to reach a consensus.

® Step 1: Brainstorming - First, definethe task in theform of a question. Write the question on
a piece of paper on an easdl or taped to the wall so all members can seeiit.

Second, have everyone write on a piece of paper possible solutionsto the question. Do not
allow discussion or talking at thistime. When everyone has finished, ask each person to read
one solution from hisor her lig. Write down every solution offered. Continue until all
solutions from the personal lists are written down. No questions or criticisms are alowed
while the proposed solutions are being written.

Third, when all solutions have been written down, the facilitator will ask all team membersif
they have any questions about any of the proposed solutions. The person who proposed the
solution should answer the question. Other members are welcome to join the discussion to
clarify any solution. Thefacilitator can change the wording of any solution if the person who
submitted it agrees.

Fourth, when all questions and clarifications are complete, the facilitator will condense thelist
of solutions as much as possible, deleting duplicates and combining Smilar ideasinto one.

Fifth, strive to reduce the amount of solutionsto no morethan 50. The originator can
withdraw less serious solutions. Team members can recommend that other solutions be
withdrawn, but withdraw them only if the originator agrees. If there are still more than 50
solutions, use multi-voting to reduce the number to 50 or less.
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® Step 2: Making the decision - Give each team member 3 x 5 cards or pieces of paper. The
number of cards should be approximately 4 cards each for 20 solutions, 6 cards each for 20 to
35 solutions and 8 cards each for 35 to 50 solutions. Each member then selects the solutions
he or she thinks are best and writes one solution per card. Then they assign a point valueto
each solution chosen. In an 8-card situation, the best solution is given an 8; the least valued
solution of the 8 picked would receivea 1. Similarly for the 4 and 6-card situations, highest
points being 4 and 6 respectively.

Callect the cards and tally the votes. The solution with the highest points becomes the
group’s solution. If time permits, the team may want to discuss theresults. If the team agrees
on the solution chosen, you are done. 1f members till disagree with the solution chosen, then
the top 2 or 3 solutions could be further investigated.

(2) Multi-voting - Multi-voting isamethod used to reduce alarge number of solutions quickly
down to a manageabl e number of possible solutions for investigation.

® How to Multi-vote. First generatealist of possible solutions and number each solution. If two
or more solutions are similar, combine them. Next have all members choose several solutions
they think are best and write the number of the solutions on a piece of paper. Allow each team
member to create alist of approximately one-third of the total number of solutions. After all
members have written down their choices, tally the votes for each solution. Eliminate those
solutions with the fewest votes. Repeat this process until there are only a few solutions
remaining. If there is no clear favorite, have the team discuss which solutions should be
considered or have one final vote.

® Themain drawback to any “voting” method of decision making isthe possibility that since one
or more members didn’t select the final solution, they don’t necessarily agree with it or support
it. Theteam leader or facilitator should be on the lookout for any “hard feelings’ resulting
from voting and may need to spend some additional time with those individual sto convince
them of the positive aspects of the decision. On the other hand, voting isarelatively quick
decision method that also ensures that at least a majority of the team agrees with the decision.

B. Consensus

A consensusis adecision reached by the team that everyone can live with and no one opposes. A
consensus decision is not necessarily a unanimous vote since some members may not fedl it isthe best
solution. It aso, therefore, does not necessarily result in everyone being totally happy. But a consensus
decision should indicate that all members can live with the decision, can support it, and will do their part to
implement it. Consensus decision making, particularly in the early stages of team formation, requires time,
participation from al members, good listeners, and creative thinking.

Consensus results from a meeting where everyone has a fair chance to express their opinions on the topic,
and discussion resultsin a solution that everyone is not necessarily happy with but all can live with.
Consensus can be a time consuming method of arriving at a solution. In the case of anew or dysfunctional
team, it may not be possible to reach a consensus decision. If thissituation occurs, either more information
must be presented to change someone’ s position, an outside facilitator must be brought in to try and lead
the team through an objective evaluation of the alternatives, or another decision method should be used.
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C. Team Leader Decisons

The idea of the team leader making all decisionsis athrowback to the traditional “supervisor-employee’
relationship. While this approach is easy to use and the fastest way to make decisions, it generally suffers
from alack of information and opposing viewpoints. Teams operating in this mode tend to accept the
leader’ s decisions unguestioningly and fail to provide other information or perspectives that could have led
to adifferent, possibly better decision. Initsstrictest form, it also failsto make use of team member
synergy to devel op innovative solutions and better informed decisions.

To counter these problems, many autocratic team leaders modify the process to encourage team member
input and debate prior to decision. While the decision still rests with the leader, they provide an
opportunity for members to surface additional information or opposing viewpoints. Thisimprovesthe
decision while giving members some sense of participation.

One further note of caution, this decision method can result in a series of sub-optimal (if not outright
incorrect) decisions that may be driven by the leader’ s personal biases and views.

D. Conclusions

Teams must be able to effectively make decisionsin order to perform their missions. In the final analysis,
it isrecommended that most teams strive to reach consensus decisions, but if that proves impossible after
an appropriate amount of time and effort, then switch to one of the other two methods. Most new teams
should gart out using thistwo-tier decision approach. The higher the performance goalsthat the team
needs to achieve and the more “mature’ the team isin their teaming behavior, the more often they can
reach consensus decisions.
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CONFLICT RESOLUTION

Introduction

We define conflict as disagreement, doubt, and questioning. This definition should not imply only the
negative outcomes however. When properly managed, conflict can do much good for ateam. Its biggest
potential benefit isto increase the information potentially available about a decision, issue, or problem.
Problem-sol ving and decision-making teams can make good use of conflict within the team to discover new
solutions to problems.

Conflict resolution can be thought of as a process in which theindividualsin conflict, and othersin the
team, must identify the problem and plan measures to correct/resol ve the sources of the conflict.

A. Typesof Conflict

The team leader should be on thelookout for conflict asit isanormal by-product of human interaction.

Conflict can be thought of as any opposition or antagonigtic interaction based on scarcity of power,
resources, social position, or differing value systems.

Conflict hastwo sides - functional/constructive and dysfunctional/destructive. Conflict by itself isneither
good nor bad. The team leader needs to assess the results of any conflict and then take appropriate action
as deemed necessary. Until the conflict has become dysfunctional, it may be best not to intervene.

The benefits of functional or constructive conflict are increased effort, improved performance, enhanced
creativity, and personal growth and development. These positive benefits result when the team takes the
conflict situation and intentionally uses it to resolve differences and reach a common understanding or plan
of action. Thisuse of conflict alows individua team membersto voice his’/her concerns and opinions, with
one or more members ultimately changing their positions on an issue either because of new information or
because of arealization that it isfor the betterment of theteam or itsgoals. Since thereis no guarantee that
conflicts will aways end in a constructive or positive outcome, their handling is difficult and risky.

If conflict turns dysfunctional, the results include indeci siveness, resistance to change, emational outbursts,
apathy, and increased political maneuvering. Any or al of these can destroy a team if not overcome.

The leader needs to resolve or neutralize conflict once it has become dysfunctional.

B. Common Causes of Conflict
(1) Ambiguous or overlapping areas of authority or responsibility
(2) Competition for limited resources - money, people, power, information
(3) Lack of or inadegquate communication

(4) Time pressure
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(5) Unreasonable standards, rules, policies or procedures
(6) Personality clashes
(7) Perceived or actual differencesin status, pay, fringes, etc.

(8) Unrealized expectations

C. Dealing with Conflict

The best method for resolving conflict is problem solving.

Problem solving involves a process of open, honest communication among al members of the team,
including the leader. In this process, the problem is defined, causes are identified, alternative solutions are
listed, and a best solution isarrived at viaagroup decision process. The three most common methods of
problem resolution are:

(1) New Information - new information is provided that changes team member opinions on the issue at
hand. The conflict isthen resolved.

(2) Superordinate Goals - appealing to team membersto put their differences aside in the interest of the
larger interest/benefit of the organizational task.

(3) Compromise - the differing parties/subgroups are asked to give a little in order to reach acommon
ground in the middle.

Other methods of dealing with conflict include:
(1) Forcing - sometimes, in theinterest of time, the leader stepsin and directs a solution for a quick fix.

(2) Smoocthing - an approach that involves asking people to “be nice to each other” and everything will
work out. Emphasisis placed on achieving better human relations. (Superordinate goal is more an appea
to the task for the good of the organization; smoothing is an appea to a person’s human relation skills or
motives.)

Problem solving is the only conflict resolution strategy that really attempts to remove the source/cause of
conflict. Itisgenerdly best in thelong run but usually takes moretimeto play itself out. When time does
not allow for problem solving, one of the other "conflict control” strategies may be used, but it should be
recognized that they are of a short-term, quick fix nature. Also, from what is known about the stages of
team devel opment, problem solving would be a strategy more applicable for ateam that had had some
experience at working together and had achieved some measure of maturity.

In summary, conflict resolution in teams is avery important process in the manager's leadership effortsto

bring his’her team to an effectively functioning and cohesive work team. It requires concerted planning
and effort, but the long-term dividends make the journey/process worthwhile.
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TEAM EVALUATIONS & RATINGS

Introduction

Measuring team-related performance should be approached in two directions:
(1) Team Level: Measuring the team's performance
(2) Individual Level: Anindividual's contribution to the team

Both team and individual member performance should be periodically assessed to determine: a) Isthe
team accomplishing its goals and objectives? and b) Are there opportunities for improvement? Within the
government, performance assessment is generally related to individua performance appraisalsthat can
result in monetary or other forms of awards. Workers natural concerns about their performance appraisals
and the impacts they can have on their jobs have made the issue of “team” performance assessments a very
contentious one.

A. Federal Performance Appraisals

Within the Federal Government, thereis arequirement for the annual rating of employee work
performance. Within the context of formal performance appraisal requirements, rating means evaluating
employee or group performance against the d ements and standardsin an employee's performance plan and
assigning a summary rating of record. Therating of record is assigned according to procedures included in
the organization's appraisal program. It is based on work performed during an entire appraisal period
(usually one-year). Therating of record has a bearing on various other personnd actions such as granting
within-grade pay increases and determining additional retention service credit in areduction in force.

Although group performance may have an impact on an employee's summary rating,_it is the Office of
Personnel Management’s (OPM) position that a rating of record isassigned only to an individual, not to a
roup.

The Army’ s performance appraisal program, the Total Army Performance Evaluation System (TAPES),
tries to create as much equity as possible in the way military and civilian employees are eval uated.
Therefore, the Army'straditional five-level performance appraisal system was modeled after the military
efficiency reports used for enlisted personnel and includes many similar features.

B. Team Ratings

At the Team Level, the team must be measured on its work results or products. These types of measures
could include the number of cases completed; the use, acceptance, and understandability of the team's find
report; or the number of customer requests for the team'sreport. The team can also be measured on its
interna group dynamics. These types of measures could address how well the team works together asa
group; the effectiveness of team meetings; the ability of the team to reach consensus; and the team's
problem solving techniques. The person or group responsible for giving team ratings must be identified
early on.
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C. Individual Member Ratings

At thelndividual Level, an individual's contribution to the team can be measured on how well he/she works
with fellow team members. Examples of these types of measures could include the degree to which the
empl oyee participates in team meetings; the employee volunteers for team projects; the employee

communi cates with membersin a constructive and non-threatening manner; and if other members find that
the employee is pleasant to work with and fosters cooperation. Employee work products that contribute to
the final team product or service can also be assessed and verified. Examples of these types of measures
could include error rates, the timeliness of the product, the number of suggestions made, or the accuracy of
the data provided.

D. Alternative Approachesto Performance Appraisals

In light of the above information, supervisors find it difficult to evaluate both individual and team
performance and, in some cases, aren't at al surethey should evaluate team performance. In 1993, the
Office of Personnel Management’ s Interagency Advisory Group looked at different approaches used within
the government and private industry. They found four basic approaches. They didn’t try to pick one single
approach as“best” or “theright one” but rather acknowledged that each had advantages and disadvantages.
The four approaches are:

Approach 1 - Only individual performance isaddressed. The appraisa doesnot include elements
addressing team performance even though the person is amember of ateam.

Approach 2 - Only individual performance is addressed; however, at least one appraisal element
addresses the person’ s contribution to team performance.

Approach 3 - Thefocusis on theteam’s performance. The appraisal uses a combination of team and
individual performance measures and at least one element addresses team performance.

Approach 4 - Performanceis determined at theteam level only. No individual appraisals or ratings are
done.

Unfortunately, assessment approaches which use team ratings ONLY, with no individual elements included
in the appraisal asispossible in Approach 3 or isthe casein Approach 4, do not meet the current legal
requirements regarding performance appraisals (5 U.S.C. Chapter 43).

If team performance dements are utilized in an individual performance appraisal, the following guidance
should be kept in mind regarding appraisal elements:

(1) A criticd element isawork assignment or responsibility of such importance that unacceptable
performance on the element would result in a determination that an employee's overall performanceis
unacceptable. Because critical elementsare limited to addressing individua performance, only the
individual level measures of contribution to the team and individual results could be used as critical
elements.

(2) Non-critical dements can be a dimension or aspect of individual, team, or organizational
performance that is measured and used in assigning a summary level. In the past, "non-critical” meant "not
asimportant." However, programs can be designed so that non-critical € ements have as much weight or
more weight than critical eementsin determining thefinal summary level. Sinceit is only through non-
critical elementsthat group or team level performance can be factored into an employee's summary level
determination, using non-critical elements can be a useful tool for setting group goals, planning group
work, measuring group performance, and providing feedback on group performance.
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(3) Additiona performance elements address a dimension or aspect of individual, team, or
organizational performance that isnot used in determining summary levels. Additional dements are used
for various other purposes such as setting goals, providing feedback on individual or group performance,
and recognizing individual or group achievements.

Privateindustry is making greater use of Approaches 3 and 4 where teams are being used.

E. Team Leader Input to Employee Appraisals

Within the Federal Government, the responsibility for preparing official employee performance appraisals
rests with the supervisor. This can create problems when trying to eval uate the employee' s performance on
ateam in which the supervisor isnot amember. Rather than try to “guess’ the performance or ignore it
since it wasn't personally witnessed, the supervisor should solicit input from the team leader. 1t will still be
up to the supervisor to decide how great arolethisinput will play in the empl oyee assessment.

F. Sef-Assessmentsand Improvement

Appraisals are not the only tools to examine team or individual performance. Less official mechanisms
such as self-assessments can also be quite beneficial. In the case of self-assessments, theinformation is
used soldy by the individual or team to evaluate their performance and plan any corrective action they
deem necessary. It isnot used asamanagement evaluation.

Onetype of self-assessment tool that hasreceived high praise is known asthe 360° Performance Appraisal
System. The U.S. Army Management Engineering College (AMEC) was one of the first government
organi zations to adopt thiskind of system. It draws upon input from a variety of sources to provide useful
information about the quality of individual performance. Sources of input include self, peers, customers,
supervisors, and subordinates. Other government organi zations have since adopted this system as well;
however, because of Union concerns, its use has been restricted to a “ self-assessment” tool rather than the
source for the official performance appraisal.

All teams should use some type of sdlf-assessment tool (s) to evaluate their performance periodically. Itis
important that the team as awhole, aswell as individual members, assess their performance, compare it to
their goas and objectives, and look for opportunitiesto improve. Unlike the formal supervisor appraisal,
self-assessments can often times be more accurate, more detailed, and more likely to be believed because
the inputs come from multiple sources and the analysis of the information is done by the team and members
themselves.

SOURCES:
United States Office of Personnel Management, Technical Assistance Center
On-line Internet access at: http://www.opm.gov/perform/topi cs.htm
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TEAM AWARDS

Introduction

Team recognition and team awards are both valuable tools. They can enhance team performance and
solidify ateam’sidentity. A team award can serve two purposes. One purpose, the most obvious, isto
recognize superior past performance. The second purpose is to motivate employees to be sustained high
performers. However, ingtituting a team awards program requires work and advanced planning. The
process associated with awarding ateam must be established early in the team’s formation and agreed to by
all team members. Theteam should research their MACOM'’ s policy on team awards and find out if there
isaUnion negotiated team award procedure. None of this should limit any active, high performing team
from pursuing an award.

A. What constitutes ateam award?

(1) Definition: A team award isany recognition that is given to the entire team. 1t isbased on the
successful completion of a pre-established goal or a special act.

(2) Types of Awards People are predisposed to think that all awards are monetary. Much of the
management literature indicates that non-monetary gifts, or less traditional types of awards and gestures,
might be most effective in motivating employees. 1deas, other than money and time off, that some teams
have considered for their awards program include gift certificates for merchandise or services at asingle
business or group of businesses like a mall; savings bonds or Quality Team Honorary Awards. Teams
should be creative when selecting the award that will best motivate them. The award should be as
individual astheteam. There are anumber of books that address ways to motivate employees and reward
teams. These books include 1001 Ways to Mativate Y our Employees (Nelson, 1994) and Compensations
for Teams: How to Design and Implement Team-Based Reward Programs (Gross, 1995).

(3) Redtrictions: It isimportant to ensure that any award ateam selectsisin keeping with the Army’'s
Award Regulation (AR 672-20). For example, even high performing teams need to have a supervisor’s
support. A supervisor isstill the only one who can officially nominate for awards. A team must also be
aware of the monetary caps placed on awards. For example, if the team’ s award is based on intangible
benefits to the command, thereisa$10K limit. Members of the team will divide that amount no matter
how many members are on theteam. Therefore, awdll-informed team will ensureitsaward isin keeping
with local and DA palicies.

B. How do you give team awards?
A team can give an award in anumber of ways.

(1) Standard Approach. Each member of ateam iscited for hisher contributionsto theteam. The
award can be evenly distributed or distributed in proportion to the contribution each member made. The
team members or the supervisor can determine this contribution when making the nomination, and it must
be equitable. An award that causes tension among team members defeats one of the two primary tenants of
team awards.

(2) Alternative Approach. A team award can be written on one DA 1256 form with asingle
justification for several individuals. Thisisnot standard practice for government organizations but isan
effective way of recognizing team members for team performance. Additionally, this method ensures that
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all members get an equal share of the award money. An additional revolutionary approach is for the team
to establish an award that it deems to be important, then develop it and get approval to do it should they
meet their pre-established goal.

(3) No Approach Exists. If there isno previous experience with team awards at your site, you may
want to explore forming a Process Action Team with your Personnel Office and othersto design a program
that meets your needs and the needs of your command.

C. When to give ateam award?
(1) Timing. Timing iseverything. An award should be given promptly and publicly.

(2) Reasons. Team awards should be linked to preset team goals. Team awards should not Smply be
linked to annual cycles or annua rating periods. Generaly, team goals arerelated to cost, schedule, or
performance of their system. For example, if the team predeterminesthat it will Type Classify (TC) by
December of a certain year, an associate stretch goal would beto TC aquarter early. Teams should also
base their award on customer satisfaction ratings. It isobvious to state that ateam should not reward itself
or be rewarded unless the customer is satisfied.

D. Summary

Team awards are an integral part of the “Art of Teaming.” They validate the actions of ateam and
recognize the team’ s contributionsin a public manner. Teams themselves should explore those teaming
awards that would be the most motivating to them. A high performing team will incorporate these things
into its charter and concept of operation.
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TEAM TRAINING

Introduction

An areathat is often overlooked in the early stages of team formation istraining. Some teams have blindly
assumed that members all have the necessary skills and ahilitiesto both come together asa high
performance team and to successfully complete the technica requirements of the project. It isn't until
much later in the project that the error of thisassumption is discovered and, by that time, thereis no extra
timeto allow for training.

There are two basic categories of training that are generally needed - team building training and technical
training. In either case, it isn't mandatory that team members all have necessary team building and
technical skills going into the team; those skills can be attained later through training. The important thing
is planning up-front when those skills are needed and taking steps to ensure the necessary training is
provided in timeto support those needs. It isrecommended that each team spend time early-on to evaluate
their task/project, determine the required skills and ahilities, evaluate the skills and ahilities possessed by
the members, identify any shortfalls, and then make plansto either add additional members possessing the
needed skills or take training to acquire the skills.

As an additional consideration, numerous studies have shown that “just-in-time” (JIT) training is superior
to all other forms of training. People learn best and retain the most information if thetraining is directly
applicable to their jobs/projects and if the training istaken just beforeit isneeded. This approach contrasts
drastically with the all too common approach of providing training now just becauseit is available and
hoping that eventually some of the people will have the opportunity to useit. Of course that opportunity
may be months or years away!

Through a combination of careful organizational team implementation and internal team planning, the right
training can be provided when it is needed and will be most effective. Organizational planning comesinto
play when the organization has a sandard commitment and policy of providing all newly formed teams
with basic training in team building, interpersonal skills, problem solving, and decision making. Internal
team planning takes over when teams devel op a schedule of the activitiesthat will comprise their
task/project. Based on that schedule, training can be arranged for just those members who need it (maybe
all members) and just prior to when it is needed.

Let'slook at the following two basic categories of team training in more detail:

A. Team Building Training

Team building training cons sts of all the training necessary for membersto learn how to function together
effectively asateam. Thistraining should addressissues such as:

(1) How to recognize different personality types and appreciate their strengths and weaknesses
(2) How to run effective team meetings
(3) How to make decisions

(4) How to rely on others for complementary skillg/abilities to achieve a synergy that can exceed the
sum of individual efforts
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Such training does not have to be limited to one class or oneinstructor. It can stretch over many classes
and, depending on the overall task/project deadline, over atimeframe of several months. Generdly, a
certain amount of “standard” team building training is provided at team formation. Theteam isalowed to
begin working on its task and find ways of becoming areal team. An outside facilitator can check in with
the team regularly to determine how it is progressing and what problemsit is encountering. Most
importantly, the facilitator can see how the team is meeting those problems since al teams encounter
problems. Based on the particular situation, additional training may be needed to hel p address some of the
team problem areas. For example, if ateam ishaving difficulty reaching decisions, additional training may
be needed on decision-making and goal setting. Please bear in mind that there should not be any stigma
associated with the need for additional training. Teams progress at different speeds and levels. Oneteam
may encounter some initial problems, take additional training to overcome those problems, and turn into a
true high performance team; another team may not think they have problems, won't ask for any additional
training, and ultimately falls apart!

A key aspect of team building training isthat the whole team should always take it together. Even if
certain members have previoudly received similar training, they didn’t have the benefit of hearing their
current teammates thoughts and ideas on the various team-building issues. It may seem perfectly logical
to one member to have all decisions made by the team leader a one, while another member can only agree
to consensus decision making. These two divergent attitudes must be discussed and aresolution achieved
or theteam is doomed to failure. Team building training is the place to hammer out these issues and reach
common understanding and agreement.

Types of team building training can include:

(1) Member training — understanding yourself and others, communi cation, teeamwork, managing
change, managing stress, time management, creativity, and problem solving

(2) Leader training — coaching, meeting management, and handling “difficult” members

B. Technical Training

Technical training isa generic term that encompasses all training needed to perform the functional nature
of theproject. If theteam isassigned to prepare and award a contract, then technical training in statement
of work preparation, acquisition streamlining, best value source selection, and proposal evaluation may be
in order. Depending on the type of contract, additiona specialized training may be required by certain
team members. If the contract isfor environmenta clean-up, then some members may need to become
intimately familiar with EPA regulations and clean-up procedures. Unlike team building training, technical
training can occur any time throughout the life of the team (although it must be prior to its need) and may
be taken by only certain membersrather than the entire team.
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TEAM MANAGEMENT

Introduction

Good, effective teams don’t just happen. It takes alot of work by the team leader and al members and,
more importantly, it takes planning! All teams face problems, but the effective teams plan ahead to identify
and avoid problemsiif they can, or at least set mechanismsin place to deal with the problems they can’t
avoid. “Planning ahead” gives the team a big edge over ateam that just waits to see what will happen.

One of the firg things the team should do after coming together is devel op a management strategy that
detailshow the team plans on achieving its mission and goals. The strategy should identify major activities
or events, member roles and responsibilities, milestone schedule, deliverables, required skills to achieve the
mission, skill gaps, and a plan for filling those gaps (additional members, outside experts, member training,
etc.). Thiseffort should be started at the team kick-off meeting.

The team management strategy should be documented in either the team charter or another stand-alone
document. The documented strategy serves many roles. It acts asateam “Code of Conduct” by describing
how the team will conduct business and reach decisions. It acts as an orientation book for any new or
replacement members joining after team initiation. 1t also serves as a brainstorming and task-planning tool
causing the team to break the overall task into subtasks and determine milestone events and
resource/expertise requirements for each.

The contents of a Team Management Strategy include the following:

(1) Rulesof Conduct - Document how the team will conduct its meetings. All meetings and decisions
should be recorded in minutes.

(2) Methods of Communication - Document all communi cation mechanisms, especially unusual ones
such as E-mail, video teleconferencing, or internet web sites. In those cases, determine what the “team
standard” will be. For example, which word processing software package will be used and which version?
Thisis especially critical if there are off-site members on the team. Determine if any type of “groupware”
software will be used to enhance virtual, real-time collaboration between members. Once again, deciding
on astandard and making sure all membershave it iscritical.

(3) Decision Making - Document the method by which the team will reach decisions (team leader
decides, voting, group consensus, etc). If different types of decisionswill be made by different methods,
then elaborate on those situations and methods.

(4) Conflict Resolution Methods - Document any special methods that the team will useto handle
disagreements or conflicts. (This section may not be used by all teams.) Similarly, explain any use of
Alternative Disputes Resolution (ADR) mechanismsif contractors are part of the team.

(5) Expertise Requirements/Sources - Determine the expertise required for the task and compareit to
that contained within theteam. Where amismatch isidentified, either additional team members will be
required, short term “consultants’ may be brought in, or training/research must be provided to enable team
members to attain additional expertise.

(6) Training Requirements/Plan - Determine any team or member training needed to perform your
mission. Determine sources and costs of that training. For al training, establish atraining schedule so that
training is provided in time to meet task schedules.
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(7) Event Schedule - Break the overall task into subtasks and determine milestone events for those
subtasks. Thisinformation isneeded for internal aswell as external (Chartering Official) monitoring of
task progress. It isalsorequired to help schedule training as described above.

(8) Team Evaluation - If the team decides to use some form of self-evaluation, either asaformal
performance evaluation system or just for self-improvement, this methodol ogy should be documented.
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LEADERSHIP

Introduction

Thereisan ongoing debate asto whether leaders are created or are born. Regardless of your fedling on this
contentious topic, good leadership isacritical element to having a successful team. Therefore, no book on
teaming would be complete without a brief discussion about leadership. This section of the guidebook isto
merely introduce you to some |leadership concepts and leader roles. There are volumes of books and
seminars and those who are put in leadership positions should continually seek out information to become a
more effective leader.

A. Roles

It isimportant to understand that when you are assigned as a team leader, you have many roles and
responsibilities. Theseroles are diverse and a small number of theroles arelisted here

(1) Time Manager - The sign of an effective leader isthe ability to manage time appropriately. This
means you effectively manage your own time as well asthe team’stime. Time isthe only commodity that
cannot be replaced. The ability to manage time correctly can often make or break ateam leader. When
you call ameeting, it must start and end on time. Additionally, when adeadline is established, it must be
met. These may seem obvious, but you are probably aware of many deadlines that have not been met or
meetings that have run too long. Both of those things are signs of an ineffective leader.

(2) Tasker - The job of delegating and assigning tasksisadifficult one. Many highly skilled people
have difficulty letting go of tasks. They know that they could complete the task better then anyone on the
team. Quite simply, it isnot ateam of one; your job asleader isto get the best product into the customer’s
handsin atimely fashion. If you are doing everything yourself, you don’t need ateam and, consequently,
you aren’t ateam leader.

(3) Mentor - An important responsibility of a team leader isto provide sound advice and career
management insghts to team members. This can be an official role or onethat isinferred, but it is
important none the less.

(4) Rater - Many team leaders are not supervisors; therefore, in the TAPES system, they do not rate.
These leaders should ensure that the employees supervisors recognize their good work. Ratings should not
be completed to meet some arbitrary deadlines. They must be viewed as meaningful tools that serve two
purposes. Ratings assess past performance but also are important tools to enhance an employee’'s
development.

(5) Disciplinarian - Thisisadifficult and unenviable task; however, it isanecessity of a good |eader.
It isimportant that the team knows that it will be held accountable for the tasks it fails to perform.

(6) Decision Maker/Problem Solver - Establish clear team decision-making norms. This should be
done at the team startup. Theteam leader should work to maintain the established boundaries. Thiswill
prevent many problems. However, it isinevitable that both technical or personnd problemswill arise and
the team leader will have to make the decision or find an equitable solution.
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(7) Coach - One of the most important jobsis being a coach. Y ou have to select the best members for
the team. Y ou must provide a clear plan of action to team members so that the goal can be accomplished
and you must provide support and encouragement aong the way.

B. SkillssfCharacteristics

A critical part of being aleader ishaving theright set of skillsto be creative and forward thinking. The
Army has established alist of leadership skillsit believes are essential for their Senior Executive Service
and the Army Acquisition Corps members. Comparisons of those leadership characteristics are provided in
the table below. Those same skills and competencies will make ateam leader successful.

Conmpari son of Leadership
Characteristics

AAC Leader ship SES Executive Core Qualifications
Ef f ecti veness Leadi ng | Leadi ng | Resul ts |Busi ness [Building Coalition/
Conpet enci es Change | People | Driven | Acunen Communi cat i on

Oral Communi cation O

Witten Conmunication O

Pr obl em Sol vi ng H

Leadershi p O

I nterpersonal Skills H

O

Self Direction

Flexibility O

Deci si veness O

O O O o o o o g .o

Techni cal Conpet ence H

C. Summary

Good leadership isan art rather than ascience. Typically, one size does not fit all, and good |eadership
requirestraining and determination. The leader establishes the atmosphere and the operating norms for the
team. A good leader isaware that each team and situation requires a unique, well thought out response.
Leaders of teams should continually seek training and work to improve the skillsthey have and develop
new ones.
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TEAM PROBLEMS

Introduction

One of the key characteristics of effective teams isthat they are made up of people with skills that
complement one another asthey work toward a common goal. However, bringing together such a group of
individualsisnot all thereistoit. An effective team isagroup of people with ahigh degree of
interdependence working toward the achievement of a goal or the completion of atask (e.g., developing a
product). All members of the team agree to the goal and agree that the best way to achieve the goal isto
work together.

The synergy of ateam is always potentially greater than the sum of the combined energies of its members
and is effective only to the degreeto which it isable to useitsindividual and collective resources. Team
synergy requires thorough and deliberate actions from leadership. Leaders must be concerned with
developing more cohesive and cooperative relationships among individual members, and this effort begins
with identifying the unique group problems that exist in every team.

A. Team Dynamics

In discussing group problems, it is also important to realize that some of these problems might be related to
the dynamics of theteam. Teams, because they are made up of individuals, take on their own personalities.
They do this asthey develop. Many books will cite four recognized phases of team growth or
development. These phases, in the order of their occurrence, are forming, storming, norming, and
performing. During both the forming and storming phases, many group problems can occur and while
often painful, thisisnormal. The team should work hard through these phases to establish goals and
parameters. The latter two phases are associated with the team performing its defined mission. Itis
important to understand that like the individua s that make up the team, there will be periods during which
the team may experience problems, and effectively working through these will pay dividends.

B. Identifying the Problems

A problem isany undesirable condition that interferes with the team’ s achievement of its goals and
objectives. Identifying some of the problems that arise when bringing together a group of diverse people
may help to head off some of the problems or effectively solve them when they arise.

C. Handling the Problems

The following paragraphs describe typical group problems that may arise and some suggested methods of
dealing with them.

(1) Dominating Personalities. We ve all been in meetings during which one person seems to dominate
all other personalitiesin theroom. They may speak louder, longer, and more forcefully than seems
necessary. In some instances, this person may have more authority or influence than others but frequently
just consume a disproportionate amount of the team’ stime in telling overlong anecdotes. The result, apart
from loss of precious time, isthat some members will react by withdrawing and finding reasons to miss
meetings. There are some suggestions that may help leaders deal with such a situation.
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* |ftheindividud isin aposition of authority or influence, he or she may discourage any
discussion which might encroach upon that expertise, may use technical jargon to such a
degree asto be incomprehensble, or may shoot down constructive suggestions as unworkable.
The leader needs to establish an atmosphere of opennessin all areas and demonstrate that any
team member may explore any area. It may be necessary to tak to the “authority” off line
emphasizing the need for team membersto fully understand the process and operation and ask
for ther patience. Providing asingle opportunity for that individual to share with the group
their expertise and/or broader perspective may help.

® |f amember continually dominates the discussion and takes advantage of every opportunity to
share stories, the team will have difficulty staying focused on their objective. The leader may
choose to establish limitsfor each member in the discussion. This should be accomplished
within the team with all members agreeing to the limits.

®  Keep in mind that when teamsfirg form, it isnatural for one or more “strong” membersto
assert themselves. It isalso anatural tendency for othersto fight them or to draw back and
allow them to assume aleadership role. The more assertive members usually understand and
are willing to help when asked to involve the more reticent members.

(2) Group Think. There are situations when agreement isn't healthy. If membersare “going along”
with what they perceive to be the team’ s position for reasons other than total agreement, thisis sometimes
labeled “group think.” 1t occurs for many reasons such asfear of being the only one to deviate, fear of
losing on€e's place on the team, fear of taking arisk, and/or loss of focus on theissue. Perhaps the team has
elected to compromise rather than deal with the conflict that would arise if everyone voiced their own
opinions or disagreed with others.

* Dedling effectively with conflict isvita if ateam isto become effective. Well-managed
conflict in which disagreement benefits the group ishealthy. Training in conflict management
isavailable from many sources. A facilitator who understands conflict management can be
helpful. In the meantime, establishing ground rules (with the agreement of all) can bea gart in
dealing congtructively with conflict.

® A trusting atmosphereis extremely important to aleviate the fears many memberswill have in
integrating themselves into a new group of people. As membersincrease their ability to
confront what happensin a group, members often grow toward a greater sense of trust and
openness with each other. Trust and openness provide a greater potential for group task
accomplishment as well as for personal satisfaction and leads to a climate in which conflicts
are seen as healthy and productive.

(3) Reluctant Participants. Each of us has a different threshold of need to be part of a group (“tribal”
ingtincts versus “loner” ingtincts) and a different level of comfort with speaking in a group (extrovert versus
introvert). Problems may devel op in a group when there are no built-in activities that encourage the
introverts to participate and the extrovertsto listen. Resentment builds up if some members perceive a
quiet individual asnot fulfilling hisher responsibility as amember of theteam. Itistheleader’s
responsibility to encourage participation by including the non-participant to the degree possible. When
possible, divide the task into individual assignments and reports. Some individuals are more productive
working aone.

(4) Digressions. Wide-ranging, unfocused conversations are examples of a group’s natural tendency to
stray from the subject. Sometimes these digressions are innocent tangents from the conversation, but they



may also be an indication of theteam’s desire to avoid a subject that needs to be addressed. A written
agenda that reflects time all owances for each topic may help steer the discussion. If straying from the topic
isan ongoing problem, it may be helpful to have the group look at possible reasons for avoiding the
subject. Some questions to pose to encourage the team to analyze this tendency might be the following:

e Isthemission clear to al members?

* Areall team members committed to the mission?

* Isthe stated mission too broad?

* Isthegroup avoiding what it considers “routing’ or “administrative "work?
* |Isthere something about a specific topic that makes it easy to avoid?

(5) Digruptions. The issuesthat can disrupt meetings are as varied as the personalities of theteam
members. The following are a few of the more common ones with some discussion on how leadership can
deal with each.

® Feuding - If your team works well on most projects, feuding may be the result of a particular
issue that the team has not confronted for one reason or another. When the team is dealing
with such a problem, the leader needs to steer the membersto find and implement an effective
solution. Once accomplished, make sure the team understands and cel ebrates its success.
However, feuding may simply be a symptom of the team blowing off a little steam; then the
leader’ smain job isjust to ensureit doesn't take up too much time.

® Blaming - Teams cannot operate effectively when members arein ablaming mode. Some
members may be carrying behavior patterns from previous environments. If so, the members
need to talk about the situation and express their feelings with a prohibition against voicing
blame. Once the feelings are expressed (and they may be strong ones), begin the process of
looking for solutions. These may be very smple (e.g., “We will work with each other up front
to be clear about what we expect”) but must be clear and practical. Then arrange specific times
to follow up and seeif the steps are working. If they are consistently working, build on the
success with more ambitious steps.

® Criticizing - If your team has a member who criticizes fellow members to othersinside or
outside the team, that person must be confronted. The team needs to do thisnon-judgmentaly,
but firmly. 1t must be made clear that thisistotally unacceptable behavior. The correct
approach isfor the membersto confront each other, express their concerns, and attempt to
reach aresolution.

® Not Cooperating - When one member refuses to cooperate, the most common reason is anger.
That member may be angry with the team for a variety of reasons; for instance, the team
wouldn’t listen to hig’her ideas, the team made a decision he/she disagreed with, or some
reason that isnot immediately apparent. Whatever the reason, the team needs to confront this
problem head-on, particularly as others may be feeling the same thing.

SOURCE:
Team Leader’s Problem Solver by Clay Carr. New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1996.
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Appendix A - Sample Team M eeting Agendas

IPPM Team Meseting — 18 Apr 98

3.

Meeting will be at 1000 in the Gallagher Conference Room, instead of
0900, due to scheduling conflict.

Notethat the last chance to "save" furniture, reference
materials, computers (?), etc, is COB, 18 Apr 98.

The major agenda item will be technical updates. Thiswill include

follow up required as aresult of MG Beauchamp's visit; aswell as
any discussion (short) necessary to address quarterly review preparation.

ALP

IPPM TEAM MEETING

Please plan to attend team meeting on Tuesday at 9:00 am in Gallaugher Conference
Room.

Meeting topics will be:

1. Comments on organization Tactical Plan. Eileen provided hard copy today.
Suspense for comments is COB March 13th. Last chance for change.

2. Comments on Strategic Plan. Again Eileen has provided hard

copy. Suspense for commentsis COB March 15th. Division Chief

specifically asked that each team provide ideas on what the organization should be
doing or where we should be heading in the future; beyond FY 96.

3. Who will be our team's trainer for WordPerfect, FreeLance, and

Lotus 1-2-3 for Windows. Also the training requirements for the
trainer are needed. Thisinformation needs to be provided to Linda
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Gross by March 13th.

4. Follow-up study on IPPM survey per Tom's e-mail of 2/29/96.

5. OSD satellite broadcast on Working-level IPT process. See Tom's
e-mail dated 2/29/96.

Gary

PE TEAM MEETING

We will have ateam meeting at 0900 today (Tues) in the team conference room.
Agenda subjects:

1. Discussion about last week’strip

2. Decision on IPPM Working Group

3. JCALS training candidate and study

Bring any other issues with you and we will add to the agenda. 1'm shooting
for a 45 minute meeting.

Nan
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Appendix B - Sample Team Meeting Minutes

IPPM Team Meeting Minutes
24 Jul 97

Time/Place of Meeting: 0900-1030, 24 Jul 97, Holvoet Conference Room

Attendees: Ferenc Beiwd, Gaylen Fischer, Bud Fox, Tom Schneider, John Whed er, Alan Peltz, Eileen
Griffing, Gary Lomax, and Jim Carstens (Coach).

Absent: None

Brief Announcements—

Alan informed the team that since the last meeting the team had been requested to identify a use for the
remaining discretionary automation funds. A decision had been reached by those members available at the
time to procure additional memory for the three older Pentium machines (Tom’'s, Gary's, and John’s) and
one Intellipoint mouse. Theteam endorsed that decision.

Bud reminded the team that the end of our Performance Appraisal period israpidly approaching. A
subgroup of John, Tom, and Ferenc had previously been formed to identify and propose possible aternative
team award distribution methodologies. If the subgroup has any such proposals, they need to be presented
to the team quickly for consideration. It turnsout that the subgroup hasnot prepared any alternative
proposals and won’t in time for this appraisal period.

Gaylen reported that it is once again time to provide input for the AMC 137 report. Input is dueto Bev by
31 Jul 97. Action: Ferenc volunteered to coordinate the input gathering.

Status of Team Quarterly Performance Review —

All members' inputs have been submitted to Eileen. Gary will synopsize the major projects for Section | of
the report “ Significant Accomplishments.” The report should be ready for submission to management on
schedule.

Project Reviews —
Members provided a quick summary of their on-going projects.

ICR Team Projects —

Bud and Gary have met with the ICR Team and discussed the two projects they advertised on the “Bid
Board.” They tentatively accepted the “Contamination Avoidance’ project. Bud and Gary have started
work on this. Action: Bud ispreparing a Project Write-up for thisand will provide hard copiesfor
all members. The team endorsed accepting and performing the project.
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AMSAA Visit —
Mr. John McCarthy, Director of AMSAA, visited IEA this past week. Each team provided briefings of
their on-going actions.

Actions that resulted from the McCarthy briefings were:

(1) Ferenc should contact the AMSAA POC(s) for Future Scout Vehicle to seeif we can add anything
to the Technical Risk Assessment they are performing. Lessons from Bradley and Abrams may
relate.

(2) Gaylen should contact the AMSAA POC(s) (Phil Beavers) about the Technical Risk Assessments
they are performing for the Follow-on to Tow and Patriot PAC-3 programs.

(3) John should get together with the AMSAA personnd who provide software support to CCTT. Mr.
McCarthy was interested if the remaining PRR was a way to focus more emphasis on the
program’s software problems.

(4) Bud should provide Mr. McCarthy with a copy of the MOU we have with the ARMS program.
THIS ACTION WAS ACCOMPLISHED.

Next meeting —

Facilitator: Tom
Recorder: Ferenc
Time/Place: 6 Aug 97 at 0900-1000 in the Holvoet Conf Rm
Agenda:
Brief Announcements (Facilitator — 5 min)
Project Status Reports (All —30 min)
Review of Open Actions from McCarthy visit (included in individual
project reports)
Next Meeting Agenda (Facilitator —5 min)

Tom Schneider
Meeting Recorder

IPPM Minutes for 3/28/96
1. Gaylen, Ferenc, Gary, Tom, Alan, and Jim met to conduct an
informal dry run of our briefing to MG Beauchamp.
2. It was decided to use athree level 1abeling scheme:
|EA IPPM TEAM
OVERVIEW
VISION

3. A cover chart will be added.
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4. Thestrategic and tactical planswill be used asinfo source for
the overview charts.

5. FAST chart will be kept as a backup chart.

6. Gary will deliver overview section, Ferenc will do the study
update, Gary will review old study, and Tom will talk about the IPPM
Working Group.

7. Tom will insure consigency in the briefing package.

8. Wewill use black and white charts with the standardized frame,
vu-graphs, and standup for the presentations.

Alan Pdtz
Recorder for 3/28/96
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Appendix C - Sample Team Kick-off M eeting Agenda

MX205 TANK TEAM KICK-OFF MEETING

The MX205 Tank team will have a kick-off meeting on 24 Feb 99, in the main conference room of
Building 12, beginning at 0800 and lasting until 1500.

Agendatopics will be as follows:

* Introductions

e Team Mission & Background

* Review of Team Goals and Objectives

*  Creation of Team Charter

e Team Building Activities

»  Development of Team Decision Methodol ogy
*  Team Conflict Resolution Procedures

*  Member Expertise and Roles

*  Meeting Mechanics and Discipline

John Jones
Team Leader
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Appendix D - Sample Team Charter

Integrated Product Team (IPT) Charter
for the Precision Guided Mortar Munition (PGMM) ATD Program

Charter No.:
SECTION # TITLE PAGE
1 Purpose 1
2 Applicability 1
3 Program Summary 1
4 Explanation of Terms 2
5 Mission 2
6 Team Requirements 2
7 Concept of Operation 2
8 Responsibilities and Authorities 2
9 Member Responsibilities 3
Appendices
A Program Schedule & Funding 6
Profile
B IPT Members / Phone #'s 7

1. Purpose: This charter designates a U.S. Army Armament Research,
Development and Engineering Center (ARDEC) Integrated Product Team (IPT)
for the Precision Guided Mortar Munition (PGMM) Program.

2. Applicability: This charter applies to all organizations, activities, agencies
and support elements at the Picatinny site and includes those elements external
to Picatinny that are responsible for the acquisition, development and
maintenance of PGMM. This charter does not alter the relationships of materiel
developer and combat developer or the acquisition process.

3. Program Summary

A. Acquisition Program: 6.3, Concept Exploration
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(1) Nomenclature: The US Army has identified a need to provide
improved mortar ammunition to allow defeat of high value targets,
quickly and with minimal collateral damage. The laser guided PGMM
is being developed for this purpose.
(2) Title: Precision Guided Mortar Munition (PGMM)
(3) ACAT #: I
(4) Classification: Unclassified

B. Customer: DA

C. Product Consumers: US Army Infantry Center, Ft. Benning

D. Program Proponents: US Army Infantry Center, Ft. Benning

E. Milestone Decision Authority: Dept. of the Army

F. Other Approval Authorities:
(1) Requirements Document Approval: US Army Infantry Center
(2) Acquisition Plan Approval: Dept. of the Army

(3) Program Plan Approval: TACOM-ARDEC

(4) Contractor Source Selection / Award: TACOM-ARDEC / PM-
MORTARS

4. Explanation of terms:

A. Concurrent Engineering - Concurrent Engineering is the simultaneous
and integrated approach to the acquisition, design, production and maintenance
of products. This approach has been proven to save both time and money and
cause those involved in development to consider all aspects of the product from
inception and continue this broad based thinking through the life cycle of the
product. The User (Combat Developer) and the Developer (Materiel Developer)
maintain a continuous flow of documented information to preclude ignoring the
important User required needs, quality, cost, and schedule requirements.

B. Integrated Product Team - A concurrent engineering team consisting of
key Government and contractor representatives from each functional
organization involved in the life cycle of a specific




acquisition/design/maintenance action. The team works together to establish
and improve the design of the product, its manufacturing process and enhance
the planning and subsequent execution of required actions pertaining to other
functional areas. The team will solve problems as a unit, relinquishing traditional
"turf" battles in the interest of the program and thus lead to successful production
and fielding.

5. Mission:

The Army has a requirement for improved 120-mm mortar ammunition to
provide responsive, precision, standoff defeat of threats behind protective cover.
Such as crew served weapons, command posts, and observers, in structures of
any kind. The PGMM program proposes use of a laser-guided mortar with
extended range glide capability to enable defeating many types of targets with a
single round. Use of laser designation means the user maintains man in the loop
control of the projectile, which should greatly reduce collateral damage.

6. Team Requirements:

The team must follow TACOM-ARDEC's guidelines by using concurrent
versus sequential engineering. ARDEC Policy Statement 70-1, dated 26 April
1993, requires the chartering of Concurrent Engineering / Integrated Product
(CE/IP) Teams. The program is being managed under a Concurrent Engineering
philosophy. Minutes of meetings and directives and action items are kept on file
in the office of the Development Project Officer (DPO). The team has access
and will be provided hard or electronic copy of minutes and actions. Maximum
use of Electronic Mail will be made to distribute minutes on a timely basis.

7. Concept of Operation:

A. Integrated Product Team members, at the direction of the Chairperson,
usually the DPO, will meet to determine the functional requirements, data,
specifications, and details of technical data required. They will, as a team,
provide input and assistance into all program documents throughout the life
cycle.

B. The program will be guided by team meetings and input will be solicited
from all members.

8. Responsibilities and Authorities:
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A. Integrated Product Team: The team will have the full authority of their
organization in determining the level of technical data required for the solicitation,
the acquisition plan data element requirements, the establishment of acquisition
milestones, the type of contract to be awarded, and the applicable selection
criteria to be utilized in the solicitation and award. The team will be responsible
for coordinating the development effort; however, the Functional Areas will retain
full control of the product design, development, production and maintenance.

(1) The Integrated Product Team will develop plans and milestones to
accomplish planned acquisition as described in the Acquisition Strategy and
Plan. The current Program Plan is attached as Appendix A. It is attached so all
team members are apprised of the upcoming critical points in the program
progression. Meetings will be event driven and not calendar driven as can be
reasonably accomplished.

(2) The team leader and team members will establish suspenses and
milestones consistent with established command level policy and statutes.
Measurements of the success of the program and time and money saved from
original schedule should and will be documented.

B. Concurrent Engineering/Integrated Product Team Members: The team
will be responsible for accomplishment of the milestones detailed in Appendix A.
Team constituency includes representatives from each functional element of the
Command as reflected in Appendices B of this Charter. Each functional team
member will speak for the chief of the represented functional organization in the
process of planning and achieving Best Value acquisitions. When the process,
actions, or decisions of the Integrated Product Team are perceived as
contradictory to the policies, regulations, and procedures established within the
represented functional organization, the team member has not only the authority
but the responsibility to surface this to the Integrated Product Team. Individual
team members or functional submitters have the right to appeal Integrated
Product Team decisions through their functional directors to the Fire Support
Armaments Center Commander/Director. It is hoped that all decisions will reflect
the decision made by the team. Conflict within the team will be resolved in a
timely manner. The team can decide to utilize an IP Team facilitator to help
alleviate team problems and enhance the progress of the team and the related
design.

9. Member Responsibilities: The following paragraphs are detailed descriptions
of team member responsibilities:
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A. Fire Support Armaments Center, Precision Munitions, Mines &
Demolition Division (AMSTA-AR-FSP-G), Development Project Officer
(DPO) for the PGMM Program: The DPO will oversee all activities on the
PGMM program including setting schedules, Work Breakdown Structures (WBS)
and formation of working groups. The DPO will also advise TACOM-ARDEC &
FSAC HQ on development of the PGMM program. The DPO will direct the
activities of all members of the IPT as well as the program engineers within
Precision Munitions Division.

The DPO shall also be responsible for integration of the work of different
functional areas when an issue comes up that involves more than one group. In
most cases, the status, progress and plans in these areas will be reviewed at the
IP meetings. The IP meeting will be utilized as the tool for ensuring that issues
involving several areas are addressed. The DPO reserves the option of
redistributing work as dictated by manpower and work loading considerations.
(Matt Cilli)

B. Fire Support Armaments Center, PMMDD, Guided Munitions Team
(GMT), (AMSTA-AR-FSP-G): The item engineering contingent of the IPT shall
consist of the PGMM Project Leader and the other Project Engineers assigned to
the program from the GMT. The individual project engineers shall be responsible
to anticipate, plan, track and take corrective action when necessary on issues
related to their area of responsibility. These areas will include, but are not limited
to, subsystem development and major tasks of the development effort, as well as
consultation and close working relationships with personnel from the other IPT
areas, acting as the focal point for that area between IPT meetings. The project
engineer shall also ensure that issues under his or her responsibility are covered
at IPT meetings as necessary. (Greg Bischer, Todd Birch)

3. Lockheed-Martin, Diehl, Draper: As prime contractor for PGMM, Lockheed-
Martin Corp. Electronics and Missiles is responsible for all aspects of PGMM
system development. Lockheed-Martin is the system integrator for PGMM and
will be responsible for development of the PGMM sensor subsystem. Key
subcontractors for PGMM are Diehl (responsible for airframe and the control
actuator system) and Draper Laboratory (responsible for the PGMM rate sensor).
Team members from Lockheed-Martin and their subcontractors will fill key roles
in IPT events. IPT activities will focus on an open exchange of ideas throughout
program execution to leverage team resources and experience whenever
practical. (James Williams, David Puchaty, Werner Strauss, Martin
Staudimier, Robert Regan)

4. FSAC, Telemetry Branch (TB), (AMSTA-AR-FSF-?): will assure the
fabrication, integration, testing and data reduction/analysis of Government
furnished telemetry units and memory recorders in support of all PGMM tests.
(Craig Sandberg)
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5. FSAC, Firing Tables & Aeroballistics Branch (FTAB), (AMSTA-AR-FSF-
T): will respond, in a timely manner, to all requests/issues related to the exterior
ballistics of the PGMM projectile. The FTAB will determine, through theoretical
or empirical means, the aerodynamic coefficients for PGMM in order to formulate
mathematical models to predict the flight performance of PGMM . When
required, the FTAB will formulate test plans for wind tunnel, range and proving
ground tests, including procedures, instrumentation and data requirements. The
FTAB will attend meetings and prepare briefings as necessary and publish a
technical report for each major project. (Willie Toledo)

6. FSAC, Simulation & Analysis Division (SAD, AMSTA-AR-FSS): As part of
the PGMM CE/IPT, the Analytical Evaluation Branch will assure that PGMM is
accurately represented in  Army simulation efforts and will perform
operational/affordability studies needed to perform system requirements/design
trade studies. (Daniel Ericson, Michael Ennis)

7. Army Research Labs (ARL) Weapons and Materials Research
Directorate (AMSRL-WMRD), Aberdeen Proving Grounds, MD and the
Sensors Directorate (AMSRL-SD), Adelphi, MD: ARL team members will be
utilized as needed for matters relating to their area of expertise . Topics involving
ARL specialists include interior and exterior ballistics and the Global Positioning
System. (Andy Ladas - SD; Dr. Oberle, Dr. Lyon - WMRD)

8. Program Manager - Mortar Systems (AMSTA-DSA-MO): The
development of PGMM will be managed by PM-Mortars beginning in the EMD
phase. A team member from the PM office is required throughout the program to
participate in program planning and to address aspects of PGMM development
concerning integration of PGMM with the Battalion Mortar System (BMS) and the
Manportable Fire Control System (MFCS), such as operational issues, fire
control, force structure impact, deployment, physical interconnection with BMS or
MFCS, etc. Several members of the PM office will be required to participate in
the development of Acquisition Plans and to assure that an appropriate funding
profile is maintained. This representative will bring any issues that may arise to
the attention of the development team. PM-Mortars representative will be
integral to the projectile development as well, notifying the PGMM team of any
other integration issues that may arise. The PM office will be apprised of
progress and invited to attend all meetings. (Andrew Wood, Peter Burke)

9. U.S. Army Infantry Center, Fort Benning, GA, DCD: The U.S. Army
Infantry Center is the proponent and combat developer for artillery munitions.
DCD represents the Infantry Center and the user by developing the necessary
requirement documents to support munition acquisition. DCD will attend IPT
meetings on an as-needed basis to ensure that the user's requirements are
reflected in the design and performance of the munitions under development.
The Infantry Center will recommend materiel release of munitions to HQ
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TRADOC when the user requirements have been met during technical and
operational testing. (David Hancock)

10. U.S. Army Infantry Center, Fort Benning, GA, Dismounted Battlespace
Battle Lab (DBBL) and US Army TRADOC Analysis Center - White Sands
Missile Range (TRAC-WSMR):

DBBL and TRAC-WSMR will execute simulated experiments to continue to
guantify the battlefield utility of PGMM and obtain operational insights (DTLOMS
impact and Tactics, Techniques, and Procedures development) and to support
system design trade-off analyses (balance cost and performance).

(Paul Remmie, Stan Gray)

11. Procurement, Acquisition Center (AMSTA-AR-PCC): The Acquisition
Center shall arrange for appropriate Procurement representation at IP Team
meetings when requested, advise IP Team on all matters relating to Procurement
actions for PGMM, make or arrange for timely decisions and/or
recommendations concerning all contractual aspects of the PGMM program, and
implement all proper, authorized contractual actions for the PGMM program.
(Richard Clark)

12. Quality Engineering Directorate, Artillery Systems Division, Smart
Munitions / Mortars Branch (AMSTA-AR-QAA-C) will be responsible for
providing design guidance and criteria that ensure accomplishment of specified
preliminary safety and Reliability, Availability and Maintainability (RAM) goals;
preparing and participating in formulation of PGMM test programs, plans and
concepts; developing safety, RAM, and QA contract technical requirements and
evaluating contractor proposals.

(Nassir Jaffery)

13. Warhead, Energetics and Combat-Support Armaments Center,
Warheads Division, Energetics and Warheads Division, (WECAC, WED):
WECAC, WED will provide concept evaluation and design support for the PGMM
warhead subsystem, including analysis of warhead performance and design
support for component and assembly testing. (Ernest Baker)

14. CCAC, (AMSTA-AR-CCF-A): will be responsible to ensure that the fuzing
for PGMM meets all Fuze and applicable projectile specifications / requirements.
Emphasis will be placed on meeting the requirements of the Army Fuze Safety
Review Board and MIL-STD-1316. This effort will include close interaction with
the CE/IP Team and contractors. Some of the fuzing design requirements
include: resistance to atmospheric electrostatic discharge (ESD); resistance
against electromagnetic radiation hazards (EMRH); meeting EOD requirements;
meeting Human Engineering requirements. The Fuze Division will also witness
appropriate laboratory and Dballistic tests and participate in failure
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analysis/corrective action activities. In addition, the Fuze Division will pursue in-
house fuze/component designs as an alternative approach. (Dennis Ward)

15. Testing, Large Caliber Test Branch (AMSTA-AR-AEC-L) will provide
technical support related to PGMM development tests utilizing the ARDEC air
gun and rail gun. (John Bostonian)

16. Testing - Yuma Proving Ground, Weapons Systems Branch (STEYP-
MT-EW-W): Will be responsible for planning, conduct, analysis, and reporting
the results of PGMM testing done at Yuma Proving Ground. YPG will provide
technical support to other Federal government agencies and provide advice and
guidance on test matters to materiel developers, materiel producers, other
services, and private industry as requested. YPG will attend those meetings that
require expertise in the area of test and evaluation. (Gary Houghton)

CONCURRENCE:

STEPHEN R. PEARCY, CHIEF, PMMDD, FSAC

COL GEORGE E. MAUSER, CDR/DIR FSAC

APPROVED:

M. FISETTE, ARDEC TECHNICAL DIRECTOR
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APPENDIX A - PGMM PROGRAM SCHEDULE & FUNDING PROFILE

1. The following chart represents an overview of the acquisition plans for the
PGMM Program.

Precision Guided Mortar Munition ATD

FY —» 98 99 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

PRODUCTION —* ]
TC —= A
EMD (> ]
DEV/VAL —» A
MSI/I1

A —
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APPENDIX B - TEAM MEMBERS

Para. # Functional Area Individual Name Phone #* Organization
1 DPO for PGMM Matthew Cilli 6655 TACOM-ARDEC
2 Project Leader Greg Bischer 2804 TACOM-ARDEC
2 PGMM Engineering Todd Birch 2463 TACOM-ARDEC
3 Program Manager Jim Williams 407-356-7204 Lockheed-Martin
3 System Engineer Dave Puchaty 407-356-5348 Lockheed-Martin
3 Program Manager Werner Strauss 499119572319 Diehl
3 Projectile, System Integrator Martin Staudenmeir 499119572714 Diehl
3 Program Manager Robert Regan 617-258-2422 Draper
4 Telemetry Craig Sandberg 4945 TACOM-ARDEC
5 Aeroballistics Willie Toledo 4523 TACOM-ARDEC
6 Effectiveness Analysis Dan Ericson 6643 TACOM-ARDEC
6 Effectiveness Analysis Michael Ennis 6657 TACOM-ARDEC
7 GPS Andrew Ladas 301- 394-2620 ARL (SD)

7 CFD Analysis Dr. William Oberle 410-278-6200 ARL (WMRD)
7 Aeroballistics Dr. Dave Lyon 410-278-7782 ARL(WMRD)
8 Project Management Andrew Wood 5802 PM-Mortars

8 Project Management Pete Burke 5802 PM-Mortars

9 User David Hancock 706-545-4918 DCD, USAIC
10 Operational Analysis Paul Remmie 706-545-5886 DBBL

10 Operational Analysis Stan Gray 505-678-1754 TRAC-WSMR
11 Acquisition Richard Clark 2850 TACOM-ARDEC
12 Quality Assurance Nassir Jaffery 5601 TACOM-ARDEC
13 Warhead Ernest Baker 5097 TACOM-ARDEC
14 Fuze Dennis Ward 301-394-2424 TACOM-ARDEC
15 Testing John Bostonian 2134 TACOM-ARDEC
16 Testing Gary Houghton 602-328-6088 YPG

* All Phone #'s are COM (973) 724-xxxx or DSN 880-xxxx unless otherwise

noted
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Appendix E - Sample Team Leader Appointment L etter

A - Approval X - Signature C - Concurrence R - Review
AMSTA-AR-FS

TO FOR

R - AMSTA-AR-TDS R - AMSTA-AR-GS
X,C- AMSTA-AR-TD R - AMSTA-AR-CS

R - AMSTA-AR-DC
X,A - AMSTA-AR-CG

SUBJECT: Appointment Letter for the Development Project Officer (DPO) for the Precision Guided
Mortar Munition ( PGMM) ATD Program

1. PURPOSE: To obtain the Commanding General’ s approval for the designation of a DPO for the
PGMM ATD program.

2. DISCUSSION: ThisAppointment Letter designates Mr. Matthew Cilli as TACOM-ARDEC
Development Project Officer (DPO) for the Precision Guided Mortar Munition (PGMM) ATD Program.
Enclosure 1 isthe PGMM Integrated Product Team (IPT) Charter and detail s the responsibilities of the
team membersfor this program. This effort includes the use of RDT& E funds that are managed by Mr.
Cilli.

3. RECOMMENDATION: It isrecommended that the Commanding General approve and sign the DPO
Appointment Letter.

GEORGE E. MAUSER
COL, AR
Commander/Director, FSAC

Encl.:
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DEVELOPMENT PROJECT OFFICER (DPO) APPOINTMENT
FOR THE
PRECISION GUIDED MORTAR MUNITION (PGMM) ATD PROGRAM

A. Generd

This Appointment Letter designates a U.S. Army Tank-automotive and Armaments Command
(TACOM), Armament Research, Devel opment and Engineering Center (ARDEC), Devel opment Project
Officer (DPO) for the Precision Guided Mortar Munition (PGMM) ATD Program; establishes and
prescribes the DPO mission, the support to be provided to the DPO and provides for the management
emphasi s necessary to establish and execute the mission of the PGMM ATD program.

B. Designation

Mr. Matthew Cilli (Guided Munitions Team, Precision Munitions, Mines and Demoalition's
Division, FSAC) is designated as the Development Project Officer for PGMM. Termination will be
effected upon written notification of the Commander, TACOM-ARDEC. Under the terms of this
appointment, the DPO reports to the Commander, TACOM-ARDEC through the appropriate chain of
command.

C. Authority

The DPO isdelegated full line authority of the Commander, TACOM-ARDEC for executing the missions
of the PGMM program as described in the PGMM Integrated Product Team (IPT) Charter (enclosed). The
DPO will exercise, staff, and coordinate all aspects of the program as defined in the IPT Charter. The DPO
is authorized to initiate correspondence pertaining to any aspect of the PGMM program, except letters
pertaining to contractual matters, which will be prepared for the contracting officer’ s signature.

The DPO will establish the program schedule and funding levels, work breakdown schedules and exit
criteria.

The DPO will exercise decision authority on al matters within the scope of the PGMM IPT Charter.

The DPO will have the authority to communicate directly with OGA’s and program contractors. All
communication with the prime or sub-contractor will be through the prime contractor’ s program manager.
Communication that may be construed as contract changes and/or additionswill be forwarded in writing for
signature by the procurement contracting officer or contracting officer’ s representative.

The DPO will provide direction to OGA’s (e.g., laboratories, proving grounds, depots, etc.) to facilitate
expeditious and sound day-to-day execution of the IPT Charter.

The DPO will serve asthe PGMM POC for Advanced Warfighting Experiments (AWES) and Advanced
Concept Technology Demonstrations (ACTDs) by interfacing with other TACOM-ARDEC POCs, PM-
MORTARS, the Battlelabs and the user (U.S. Army Infantry Center, Ft. Benning, GA).



D. RESPONSIBILITIES

The DPO will:

Establish and coordinate overall program direction with the Commander/Director, FSAC, and provide
the program direction, resource management and liaison with higher headquarters and the User
community at Ft. Benning (USAIC).

Maintain close contact with PM-Mortars with regard to technical progress and programmatic i ssues for
all phases of devel opment.

Provide funding, viareimbursable orders, for al costsincurred in accomplishing the IPT charter tasks
described herein.

Define proper and adequate |PT Structuresin atimely, efficient and cost effective manner to
accomplish the mission of the PGMM ATD program.

Along with the prime contractor, devel op Integrated Product Teams for each of the functional areas of
the PGMM ATD program.

Coordinate any MOA or MOU with OGAs involved in similar technology devel opment.

Coordinate all interactions with foreign countries related to devel opment of technologies similar to
PGMM.

Define and control the IPTS operating budgets.

Provide status of the IPTs accomplishments at regularly scheduled meetings or asrequested in R&A’s,
€tc.

Beresponsible for DOD, AMC, DA interfaces for program reporting, etc.

Provide letter input to IPT members annual Performance Appraisals.

SUBMITTED BY:

Commande/Director, FSAC

COL GEORGE E. MAUSER Date
CONCURRENCE:
Technica Director
MICHAEL FISETTE Date
APPROVAL:
Commander, TACOM-ARDEC
JOHN P. GEIS Date
Brigadier General, USA
Commanding
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Appendix F - Team Assessment Tool

INPUTS

Individual Assigned
Weight (1-10)
1=low and 10=high

|. Group Composition

Adequate skills

Individual
Assessment
of Team

Performance

Heterogeneity

Organizational tenure

Job tenure

I1. Group Structure

Role and goal clarity

Specific work norms

Task control

Size

Formal Leadership

[11. Management Support

Authority

Accountability

Training

Technical consultation

Executive Support

Markets served

Resources

Information

Time

Environment

Rewards for Group
Performance

Supervisory Control

Organizational Buy-in

Participative Culture

V. Group
Process/Syneragy

Open Communication

Individual Weighted
Assessment | Team

of Importance
Management | Team Leader
Support Derives

Supportiveness

Conflict Management

Weighting individual inputs

Involvement/Commitment

Trust

Boundary management

56




V. Group Task (regulator)
Task Complexity
Environmental uncertainty
Interdependence

V1. Group Effectiveness

Prediction from 1° IPR | Prediction Prediction Actual (post
from 2nd IPR | from 3rd IPR | mortem)

Performance
Satisfaction

Model Effectiveness Tool was adapted from team assignment for SIT 740 based upon the Gladstein Model
Definition for all components of the Model is on back of instrument

Data Dictionary

Category' Group Composition

eguaefe |Ilsh— refers to the rrl%ht kn ggﬁ Ils, and ali)drtrg to do the Sgctaqgngp f(o theeggrenof the

organrzatron swstems and cut r that theteam Ssrecommen atrons
ety —refersto theregui hqdrversr of the group. Should thet Co on be reflective of the
d|ver,§|%%?\r} é%ﬁr er 806) nz%lt %]atoeit e ore%a? e%/gtyr ?gwar%%r%?ﬁ)rtﬁ)nll?te ml)e(am staﬂ]&oﬁlgers represented on th

Or ganizational Tenure —refersto the tenure of the membersin the organization as awhole.

efined as th | skills and abiliti iated with th ed f b,
not th§?grrn%al 9, Fe) rﬁs %Je% d oD, 8“3% %%? mo'resjgg tentre are 3'/ toUnderstand t erfe[”"gramu?r tfhe]o
considerations requir eam project

Category: Group Structure

oal clarit —r erstothet member’ s under andn of the team’ oal hether the S
I1ear toglgm !)er y emembers aveagreemenjt ontl eprlr ity O r?the prOJS assc\evmpared to 8(?% g{rﬁeﬁ
that team members may
|f|c rkn r s—refer tothe ed behaviors and wor that er onein theor atio
tcrn? L[ra mr tems such as gtrty, norm hoursvv\\//ortée%eaclalq(cj]S ,attﬁ/ud tovbardsov at?rlr%e%
edrcatron tofu ng commitm ts

Task control —refersto the n toinsyre that ific k items or milestones are compl eted
n an acceptable manner. r?trncu * ors_gr%e astrjm%lrrnesa qsggc 'Irylar\rNdp{rnzlancran ! P

Size— refers to the number of members the team should consist of.

Formal L —ref oI Killsof t team eader, it includes the ty to set , give
d|r ion ﬁ t %d ; 4: verabe? communlrLéatemal cﬁ”e\éttrons, P{'?' rgtlr\ﬁ
acoo% erre an leve results.

Category: M anagement Support
Authority - ability to move resources, adjust schedules among the tasks regardless of organizationa boundaries.

Accountabilit —_clear# iden ifie%@orting chainsand formats for cost, schedule and performance, and
correction/resolution of 1ssues/problerns.

Training —refers to the adequacy of skills necessary to for team performance.

Technical consultation —refersto the tech aton availability to the the team
have reqajrsctew Eect matter experts av ad]%L[ra,gqum {}r'&""' ng)néu e'team sreq'ur eme”rtsror acl ﬁ%ors

Merr $ eﬁerboeﬂ —re es ou%gtegtn:dameﬁs to the markets (interna or externd) to develop an understanding of
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Executive support —reated to clear goals, but in addition these goal s have to show clear linkage to senior
executives goals or objectives.

gc%%omu[)fzgg%(t)n , Equipment, Facilities) - refers to the financial support given to theteam in order to

Inf rmatlon — refers to the extent tq h emform?no needs of team ar met. This includes the
K] uantar% ttmeflg Sn I\zlavbeax]gf uired in ormatlo ,I:hq retoo amt erequistein (formatton
e%/ er cou undermmethet in milestone accompli pro;ect SUCCESS.

T| me —refers to the adequacy of the time to do the job assigned to the team.
dsfor G Perf eftthbeneftelded |
e e R S B e
dapoo structured rewar system ermine and erode tl
ervisory Control refer rection ork ns formance, of the t The ty of the team
O?Yclhn é ? extern ﬂle:teém tvovsta ?r?t(/g edp aecrt?jer commal‘?ted to titeta%%k gettt]mg i és éone being
part t e tandt ec argein stuau NS as requir
ational B efers to the back t of t T st pelieve that
R PoY ot o e S T R e O S s wilT (T el G {5 e e

Participatjve Cultur eferstother tiveness of the organization’s environment to and to .ideas that
p? 3 t?te extent to whi Yte or amzanon%?nrbr ?gboranon |n$ea8ar?%ompa|t|ortea%

e X an
% Pndlon§$ovep|p$V|eN eteamasan orath

Category: Group Process/'Syneray

Open Communication — group participants are able to freely express their opinion.

Supportiveness — group members think independently but back team decisions.

%gm ictSM anagement - refers to the success in the team resolving disagreements and friction between group

Weighting indivi i s—refersto thead of the team to consider individual gro arti cipants
v0|e| ot|)|n (I)nsprltltue?}g' |ust|onmaEr|ngpr eauacy individual group participan

Lnsve‘%'é’ee{)? TG0 G The 0B Ao e e 16 VIR 1 ManBers B commited (6 Hhe SIocess OPthe

Trust —refersto the belief among team members that otherswill pull their weight, fulfill commitments
responsibly, and can be depended upon.

F?lejrnn(ja?IyUertg’Qr enaent—l %a/:tim hnes?)errg (iatlorf Foster edng sufficient relationships with those outside

thet 0 that t et
anta or? e%\f:vhh 0se optside the ol ganlzatlon who influence or who rely on the team’s
anges an pnorma

OL)J(ttput Ablll\Aty to etect reqwr
Category: Group Task (regulator)
Task Complexity —refersto theleve of difficulty/smplicity of the task.

Enwromg]ental u a§<rta1 nty —refersto how much environmental uncertainty that the team must cope with in
accomplishing itst

ttqt 2 a&ependency —refersto thelevel of dependency between team members and the environment to accomplish

Category: Group Effectiveness

e lemanes o aaslod hgwne%gtthe@gwwaatgggﬁ e o R RS T e
team but derived omtetrmputsatteIPRsan tercomp on prolect

gz]m t|o -refersto of accom Ilshmen |nd|V|duaI dcolect dy
mlsson ss n were
Ia() nterm ectlv actlon the reetow theo g on meeting
g Jectlveﬁ
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